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THE SEE OP ST. PETER— No. V. 
Ws now proceed to the scriptural arguments relied on 
by Boman Catholic controrersialisls as establishing the 
snpretnaey of the Pope, and, conceiving as we do, that the 
final reference of all religious questions most be to the 
written word of God, we think too much pains cannot be 
bestowed upon this part of oar subject. 

There are but three texts mainly relied on, but their 
importance cannot be overrated. If, when thoroughly con- 
Biderod and understood, those three texts, or any of them, 
do establish the supremacy of St. Peter, we admit it is no 
valid objection that they are few in number ; because even 
a single distinct announcement of the Divine will is con- 
clusive, and ought to overcome all objections. In propor- 
tion, however, to their fewness, such texts should be clear, 
as we cannot believe that God would have laid the founda- 
tion of the whole Christian edifice upon a few isolated pas- 
sages of ambiguous character, when everything else neces- 
sary to salvation is written so plainly that he that runs 
may read it. 

The first text relied on is the celebrated one, so unceas- 
ingly repented by Roman Catholic writers, "Thou art 
Peter, and upon this rock I will build my Chureli, and 
the gates of hell shall not prevail against it," &c. — Matt., 
3cvi, 18, 19. 

We have no difiiculty here as to correct translation, for 
the Douay and Authorized Protestant Bibles agree almost 
to the letter. 

The whole passage is as follows. We give it verbatim 
from the Douay Bible : — 

13. '^ And Jesus came into the quarters of Cesarea 
Philipp! : and lie asked his disciples saying ; whom do men 
say that the Son of man is ? 

14. But they said : Some John the Bapt:st, and other 
tome Elias, and others Jeremias, or otio of the prophets. 

15. Jesus saith to them : But whoai do you say that 
lam? 

16. Simon Peter answered and said : Thou art Christ, 
the Son of ihe living God. 

17. And Jesus answering said to him : Blessed art 
thou Simon Bar-Jona, because flesh and blood hath not 
revealed it to thee, but my Father who is in heaven. 

18. And I say to thee: That thou art Peter; and upon 
this rock I will bnild my Church, and the gates of hell 
shall not prevail against it. 

19. And I will ;;ive to thee the keys of the kingdom of 
heaven. And whatsoever thou shalt bind upon earth, it 
shall be bound also in heaven : and whatsoever thou 
shalt loose on earth, it shall be loosed also in heaven. 

20. Then he commanded his disciples, that they should 
tell no one that He was Jesus the Chhist. 

21. From tliat time Jesus began to show to his dis- 
ciples, that He must go to Jerusalem, and suffer 
many things from the ancients and scribes and chief 
priests, and be put to denth,and the third day rise again. 

23. And Peter taking Him, began to rebuke Him, say- 
ing: Lord, be it far from thee, this shall not be unto thee. 

23. Who turning said to Peter, Go behind me, Satan, 
thou ait a scandal unto me : because thou savourest not 
the things that be of God, but the things that are of 
men." 

We need scarcely observe that the expressions used 
by our Lord in verses 18 and 1!) of the above passage 
are highly figurative, and that to understand thS true 
meaning of our Lord's discourse, we must take each part 
of it in order. He first speaks of the fowidalion on 
which the Church was to be built as a rock, and, se- 
condly, of the mode by which an entrance into that 
Church was to be obtained, or by which that Church was 
to be governed— as the keys of the kingdom of heaven. 

Let us consider them in the same order. 

First— What was the rock of which our L)rd here 
spoke as the foundation on which He was about to build 
his Church ? 

That it was our Lord's intention to base the whole 
fabric of his Chureh on any one man, however pre emi- 
nent, we may observe, in the fiist place, would appear 
extremely improbable, as being inconsistent, in fact, 
with the whole current of Scripture. Jesus himself is 
always spoken of in Scripture as the rock and foundation. 
St. Paul, in writing to the Corinthians, says, " Other 
foundation can no man lay than that which is laid, which is 
Jesus Christ" — I. Cor., iii, 11. And, again, in referring 
to the old dispensation, "They drank of that spiritual 
rock, and that rnch wa--i Clirift"—!. Cor., x, 1. 

In an inferior and metonymic sense, doubtless, St. 
Peter might bo considered as the foundation — as the 
agent or instrument hy which the Church was founded ; 
but, then, it would be equally inconsistent with other pas- 
sages to treat him even in that sense as excbtsivehj the 
foundation. 

St. John, desctibiog the heavenly Jerusalem, savs, 
" The wall of the city had tweli-e foundations, and in 
them the names of the tiuelvc .Apostles of the Lamb.'" 

St. Paul also, writing to the Ephesians, reminds them 
that they are built (not on St. Peter, but) on the foun- 
dation of the .\postles and Prophets, Jesus Christ him- 
self being the chief corner stone."" 

How, then, ought an honest inquirer after truth to 
interpret this passage ? 

The Council of Tr ent would tell us to consult the Fa- 

^ Apocal,, xxl, 14. 
» Eph., ii, SO. 



thers, and interpret it according to their unanimous con- 
sent. And we must admit that this would be a reasonable 
thing to do, and even that it would be, perhaps, the safest 
gnide, if tliere were such unanimous consent. Where all 
the Fathers of the Church agree as to an interpretation, 
we admit it would be in the highest degree improbable 
that they could possibly all be wrong; and if an unani. 
mous consent of the Fathers might be expected in any- 
thing, surely it would be in a passage like this, which, if 
the Church of Bome be right, goes to the root of the 
whole matter of dispute, and is one of the principal pil- 
lars of the supreme authority of that Church which they 
maintain to have been founded on St. Peter, and to derive 
its powers /rom him. 

Let us, then, turn to the Fathers, and see how the 
matter really stands. Are they all agreed that whan our 
Lord said, '■ Thou art Peter, and on this rock I will 
build my Church," that He meant, Peter is the rock on 
which my C!;mch shall be built? 

We earnestly solicit the attention of our candid Uoman 
Catholic readers (who, probably, have been always taught 
to believe that the Fathers are unanimous as to every 
part of the doctrine taught by their Church) to what 
folloirs. 

So far is it from being the fact that all the Fathers, or 
even all the Popes themselves, hold such to be the mean 
ing of the passage in question, that there is no passage in 
the Holy Scriptures on which there is so much difference 
of interpretation among them. There are, in fact, no less 
than four interpretations given by the ancient Fathers to 
this text. 

Some passages in the I'athers do apply it, app.irently, 
at least, to St. Peter personally, as the Church of Rome 
now asserts ; others to the Apostles generally, through 
I'eter, their head, who had just spoken on their behalf ; a 
third class, and that by far the most numerous and im 
portant, including St. Ambrose, St. Chrysostoni, ami St. 
Augustine, apply it to the faith which I'eter had just con- 
fessed; while a fourth class apply it to Christ himsdf. 

If we establish the truth of this statement, what 
becomes of the rule established by the Council of Trent, 
that Scripture shall ba interpreted only according to the 
unanimous consent of the Fathers? Audif this rule of iii- 
terpretation proves to be so signally at fault with reference 
to this important text, and we can show that the Fathers 
do not agree among themselves as to the true meaning 
of such a passage as this, what becomes of the doctrine of 
the Church being an infallible interpreter of Scriptur.', 
and in what can we expect to find that unanimous consent 
which the Council of Trent points to as the only safe 
rale of interpretatloa ? 

We shall take our materials here exclusively from emi- 
nent Roman Catholic writers, and only regret that our 
space will not permit us fully to verify their statements by 
giving in detail all the passages to which they refer in 
i proof of them 

The eminent ecclesiastical historian Natalis Ak.rander, 
vol. viii., pp. 370-7, points out what he calls this fvurfvld 
intcvprctavion of the text in question, and details no less 
than thirty-five esteemed fathers and doctors of the Church 
who hold that the true interpretation is, that Christ would 
build his Church on the faillt just confessed by Peter ; not 
on the person of Peter, as distinguished from the rest of the 
Apostles. 

We shall presently give .1 few spicimens of these refer- 
ences. 

Another very celebrated Roman Catholic writer, Father 
Launoy, goes still more elaborately in!o the matter, in his 
epistle to Voellus, in which he triumphantly exposes the 
uiicandid and wilful misrepresentation of Cardinal Bellar- 
mine, who most unfairly represented all the fathers as 
agreeing in the interpretation that the Church was built 
upon Peter alone. 

Launoy gives seventeen extracts from the fathers, in- 
cluding passages from Origen, Cyprian, Cyril, Ambrose, 
Jerome, Augustine, and others, in which St. tetcr is spoken 
of as the rock; eight passages including the same Origen, 
Cyprian, Ambrose, Jerome, Augustine, and others, in 
which the Church is said to have been built upon alt the 
Apostles ; forty-four extracts, including passages from Hi- 
lary, Gregory of Nyss.a, Ambrose, Chrysostoni, Augu.'itino, 
Cyril of AIcxanilria,Theodoret, Eusebius, John Damascene, 
Popes Leo I., Felix III.. Hormisdas, Gregory I., Hadrian 
I, Nicholas!., John VIII-., and Stephen V., the Vene- 
rable Bede, and others, which treat the faith tvlich Peter 
confessed as the rock on which the Church was built ; and 
sixteen passages, including extracts from Jerome, Augus- 
tine, Thee dorct, Bcde, Ansclm,PopoCclcstinc III., Pope 
Pius XL, and St. Thomas Aquinas, which s.iy that the 
Church was built on Christ, the rock.' 

As our object here is not to attempt to decide between 
so many conflicting opinions, but merely to show to detuon- 
6tr;Uion that what is asserted by Natalis Alexander and 
Launoy is true, wo shall not run the risk of wearying our 
readers by attempting to give all the passages to which 
they refer ; but may observe, generally, that nearly all the 
piissages of the 1st class are virtually neutralized, so far as 
they go to support the supremacy of the Bishop of Rome 
as the alleged successor of St. Peter, by showing that the 
very same fathers who are relied on to prove that Peter 
alone was the rock on which the Church was built, may be 

' Launoii Opera, torn. v. p. li., p. 9}, Epin. vii Lib v., Ou'. 
Vuellu, Col. AUob., 1731. 



also cited to prove that it was built not on Peter alone, bat 
on all the Apostles. 

Take the few following examples : — 

" If," says Origen, " you think the whole Church to b« 
built only on Peter alone, what will you s.iy of John, the 
son of thunder, and of each of the Apostles ?''" 

" Christ," says St. Jerome, " was the rock, and He bft- 
stowed it on the Apostles, that they should be called 
rocks. '■• 

Again, " You eay that the Church is founded on Peter, 
but the same in another place is doue upon all the 
Apostles.' ' 

"The Church," says St. Basil, "is built upon the 
foundation of the Prophets and Apostles. Pelcr also wa« 
one of the mountains upon which rock the Lord did pro- 
mise to build his Church.'"' 

By far, however, the most numerous and weighty authori- 
ties belong to the third class, among whom arc St. Hilary, 
St. Gregory of Nyssa, St. Ambrose, St. Basil. St. Epipha- 
nius, St. Chrysostom, St. Augustine, St. Cyril of Alexan- 
dria, and many others, including the following Popes— St. 
Gregory the Great, Adrian I., Felix III., Nicholas I., and 
John VIII., all of whom, so far from agreeing with the 
modern Church of R mie, unanimously agree with what 
Cardinal Bellarniine ventures to represent as peculiar 
to Luther and his followers, viz., that the faith conjessed 
by Peter, not Peter himself, was the fonndation on which, 
as on a rock, the Church was to be built. 

We proceed to establish this a.sscrtion, even at the risk 
of being tedious, as we know nothing of greater importance 
in the whole controversy than an accur.ite knowledge of 
what these great Fathers wrote on this matter ; for, as 
Bishop Jeremy Taylor observes, " Though all those wit- 
nesses concurring cannot m;\ke a proposition to be trtie, 
yet they arc sufficient witnesses that it was not the uni- 
versal belief of Christendom that the Church was built upon 
St. Peter's person." — Liberty of Prophesying, s. vii. 

St. Hilary of Poictiers s:iys, in writing on the Trinity, 
book 2 — "This one foundation, therefore, is immovable; 
this alone is the happy ro'^k of faith, confessed by the 
mouth of Peter, 'Thou art the Christ, the son of the liv- 
ing God.' ">' 

Again, " On this rock of the confession is the Church 
built. The natural senses of flesh and blood do not reveal 
the knowledge of this confession. This is the sacred gift of 
divine revelation, not merely to say, but to believe, Christ 
to be the Son of Goil. This faith is tho_/b«nda<io« of the 
Church, against which the g.\ies of hell shall not prevail ; 
th\a faith has the keys of the heavenly kingdom, &c." ' 

So St. Ambrose, ^^ Faith is l\ia foundation of the Church. 
For it is not said of the body but of tha faith of Peter, that 
the gates of death sh.ill not ])revail over him. It is the 
confession that conquers licll,"&c.J 

So St. Gregory of Xysia says — ' ' The Lord Jesus Christ 
is called the roc/i an.l the»'o</( of faith; the rock of faith in- 
deed, as the foundation, so that the Lord says to the chief 
of the Apostles, ' Thou art Peter, and on this rock I will 
build mj- Church,' viz., on thecon/css.'on of Christ, because 
he said, ' Thou art Christ, the Son of the living God.' "'' 

So St. Chrysostom writes on this passage— "I say unto 
you, thou art Peter, and ou this rock I will build my 
Church ;|;that is, on the faith thou hast confessed." ' 

So St. Cyrilsays, in his cuuimentnry on Isaiah—" Christ 
is the foundation .... in Him we are all built up a 
spiritual liouse, compacted together by the Spirit into a 
holy temple, the habitation of Himself; for He dwells in our 
hearts through faith. The .Apostles and Evangelists may 
be considered .also pro.ximate and near foundations . . . 
for by Himself (Christ) it was said to St. Peter (when he 
had just wisely and blamelessly confessed his faith in Him 
saying, 'Thou art Clirist tliesonof thelivingGod'), ' Thon 
art Peter, and on this rock I will build my Church;' 
calling, as I think, the umhahen faith of the disciple, 
the roch."^ 



<• Origen in Mullhew xvi. i>. 021, no. 11, torn. ill. Palis 1740, Ben 
Edit. 

" In Amos. lib. 3, p. 1 1 )'>, Illtron. Oper. torn . iii . Paris, 1704. Ben. Ed* 

' '• .\t die .^, Huper I'etrum fuiid.itui' I^LeltS'a, licet lit ip9um in alio 
loco super ouined Apostoloj flat, &e." — Uicrom adv. Jovio, lib. 1. 
Oper. torn, iv., p. IG8. Paris 170G. 

•^ Bavll in Isa., ch, it, torn, i., p i-T. Paris 1721, Tien. Ed. 

^ " Uiium i^itor li( c e!^t Imtnuljilc tutuiiniienlum ; una hxe est felix 
fidei petra, Petri ore c nfezssa ; Tu cs Ciiri.slus Filius itei vivi."— Lib, 
2, lie Triuitate.— p. 900 ; uc. 23. Paris, 179:j. Ben. Iv'. 

i Lib. 6, de Trinitate.— '-.Super tiinc i^itur coiir^siiouis petram 
liccleaiaa ledificatid est. Sed s «s\is (ai-nis et HaiKuinis eoufessloQis 
liujus intullii;entintu non revelat. Hue e.^t divi:i:e revelalioiiis sacra- 
menttim. Cliristum Dei l"i!iD:n non soitim nnncup-ire, aed credere. 
Hiec fides, Ecclesiaj eit fuudanientuii', pur liauc iiJum inftrmes adver- 
sus cam sunt port;e inferoruni. iljpc tides re^-ni c» < stia habct 
clavcs. HffiC lides quffi in tenis soiveiit ant l-Kavtrit, et Ugata 
in cjE'iis sunt et 34jlut:^." — Idem., p. iJ03- 1 ; n »• -I'i 37. 

i Ambr. de incar. Doni., c. ft., Oper K^in. ii.. p. 711, Par, 1C36. Ben. Ed. 

^■'Petrii vitiB Doniimis d l>eus i oster .Jesu.* Ctiristus dicitur, et 
Petra fidel .... Petra tjuidem ii'^iiii lanquam fandamentain,ut 
ipiC Dominus ait ad ',>riiie;peni ( Apo^t dorum). Tu es Petrus, et 
ftUper Ilanc p.'Iram .TiHiicab-i Kcclesiani iiieain, super con/essionem vl. 
delicet Ciiristi, quia dixerit. Tu es Ciiiistus."— Giegoiii Nyssen, Ope, 
i'om. ii., p. 162. Teit. de ttdventu Du.-nini In came adversus Jud«Oi. 
Paris, IC38. 

* *' Kai t^(j ffoi Xiyw' rv U flfrpog Kui tTrt ravry Tp 
Xlirpif i(jfoco/u;(rw fit' ti)v tKKXijtriav' rovr'tart rn 
■Kitrrii Ttis bfio\oyiai." — Chrysos. Oper. Gruec. Savil, 
Tom. ii., p. 3-1+. Homil. 5-t, in Matth. xvi., 18. Etonte, 
1G12. Ben. Ed , 1728, Tom. vii., p. .548. 

■° St. C.vrll, Alex, in Isaiah, lib. iv.. orat 2, Tom. ii , p. 593 c. Lntet, 
1(;3S, (Au'berta cd.) - " E.'-t enim omnium fundanientum etbasiBincon- 
cussa Clirlstus, qui omnia foereet Bc contittet, uc bene firma tint; in 
ipso cnim omnes tedificauur, donius spiritiutlis, compacti per ipirttwD 
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he (Peter) confessea that Christ was thoS«t<>f '«ie4hrh^ 
God, he heard in his tarn, upon tbit roek af'tolid'fitiihl 

Su AngUMine admits, In hig EetractMlons, thiit te'liaa 
himsilf given tMfferent interpretations to this paBn^. "I 
•tawe spoken in a certain {ilace of die Apostle Peter, that 
is bini as on a Tock the Church is built ; brat I very often 
ihdve afterwards so expounded, that it should be understofld 
o£ Him whom Peter confessed. For it was not saitNo him, 
T.'iou art the rock,' bnt ' Thoa art Peter.' For the rock 
wa.^ Christ. But let the reader choose which of these ttro 
•pillions is the more probable one." ° 

■Owof these nnmerons passives, to which St. -Ang^oslxne 
abcnro refers, may be found in his treatise on the Ghnpel'of 
St. John — " On this rock which you have confessed I will 
botkl my Church ; for the rock was Christ, on which 
^andation Peter himself was also built. For no-one can 
twy- any foundation bat that which is laid, which is JesOs 
GfcriSt.-'' 

Another remarkable passage in St. Angnsttne maybe 
feBod in his 13th Sermon on the words of onr Lord, in 
*!»ich he gays, " Christ was the Rock, Fet<ir fignratively 
lbs Christian people . . . Therefore, He said ' Thou 
Krt Peter, and on this roek which thou hast confessed, I 
■^11 build my Church;" that is, I will baild my Church on 
Myself, the Son of the living God. I will boild -thee on 
Myself; not Myself on thee. For men willing to build 
iljion men said, I am of Paul, and I of ApoUos, and 1 of 
fjfephas, that is Peter. Bnt others who were unwilling to 
>B built on Peter, but Kould be built upon the roek, said, 
Ddt I am of Christ. But the Apostle Paul, when he knew 
rtjRt ho was chosen and Christ contemned, said, ' Is Christ 
dlyided ? Was Paul crucified for yon, or were ye bap- 
ii«*d in the name of Paol ? Wherefore as not in the nam* 
tK Paul, so not in that of Peter ; but in the name of Christ, 
that Peter may be built upon the rock, not the rock upon 
P<,»r."> 

^o one, after reading the foregoingextracts, can, we think, 
donbt what was the result of St. Augustine's mind upon this 
matter, and that it was ultimiitely unfavouiable to the in- 
terprotution nhich the modern Church of Borne rislies on 
is the only true one. 

Theodoret in 1 Corinthians iii. 11., expounding the 
Xpostle's words : " For other foundation can no man lay 
1l»an that which is laid, which is Jesus Christ," says, " It 
Snihovcs ns to build, not to destroy foundations ; for he who 
triiriies to build wissly, cannot lay any other foundation. 
This foundation the blessed Peter laid, or rather our Lord 
himself. For when Peter said, ' Thou art Christ, the Son 
(if the living God,' thia Lord «aid, *On this rock I will 
bitrild my Church.' Therefore, he ye not called by the name 
i)/_men, fat Xyhriit »> the fimndatian."' 

One question alone remains. Is it possible to reconcile 



l%-t*mp)qni Mnctuai, in habitaculum ipsituib&bitat enim tn cordibos 
awtris per fidem. FaQdiuienta et'Rm ptoktma et vicinlora nobia \n- 
pmlBl l>o«3iint, ApCHtoU et EvaTigellstte ... . . At» Ipso enim 
Attam est dwtau Fotrn, (qnando sapienter et inculpate fidem In ip- 
•um-foa/eMus e»t, dictrs; Tu e$ Cbrlstu* alio* Del ritentis). Taei 
^etrus, et inper hanc petram ndiflcabo Ecclouam meam ; -petram, 
C^in'or, Tocans, Immotam (\dtm dlKc-lpull." 
'- inirpai' olftat 'Kkfuv t6v axpatavTOv etc TriTtc rS 
/ia.}i}r5.3 

''Kplpbanini heres. £9, see. 7, Ub. 11. Tom. I., p. M}. Paris, Peta- 
VtoS l^'l Ed.~-"Qai quideoi solfdse petrse instar nubia exiitit cnl 
Vfelut fandamento Domini ddei innititur, supraqaam Eeclesi.tm modis 
asaaibaa extriicta est Imprimis qiiidenb, qao^l CtiristU'n Dei Tivi fl- 
fiam e^ae cnnfea'^us t;st idquu vicia^ica aadiU, snpra banc lolldffi lldci 
pEJtrsm ttdiflcabo Bcciesiam ineam." 

* St AujiiutiDe, Rl:trdctione^ lib. i., e. it, Tom. i. p Si. Ben. Ed. 
U19 — "Dixi in qnodam loco de .^postoio Petro, quod in eo tanqnam 
iapetra faadatasit £cclesia . , . Sed acio me postea atepia:*ia:e 
Ac exposulsae, at supra hnnc intelllgeretur quern confesius est 
Petrus. Non enim dictum est tilt ) To est petra, eW tu e» Petras 
Cetrx antem erat Cbriatoa, Hamm antem daaram senteutiaram qu 
ait iirobabilior, eligat lector." 

' 'St. Anru»t1ne, Tract 124, seu uli. in EvatiKel. JoAannl, Tom. S, 
p. 3, p. 822, Ben. Ed.— "Ciijua Eccleaia Pctrtu ApoBtoIirs propter 
Acwfrolatus sui primatum (t reb^t flgnrata generalltate personam . . . 
WV-qusndo et dictum est, tibi dabu clavea regal coel rsra, ftc. tt^llrer- 
aaOfc significabat eccleaidra quie in hoc sl-cu1o ctivcrsis teutationibns 
VfllUt tnbribus, fluminibua, tempesrattbusque qnalitnr, et non cadit; 
tnionfam fnndata est super petram, nnde Petrus nomen aec«plt ; non 
Sutin a Petro petra, led Petrui a petra, stcut non Chrlstus a Cbrtstiano, 
led Cbriatianua a Christo Tocatur; ideo qnlppe ait Dominns super 
bane petram Bdiflcabo Bccleaiam meam ; quia dixurit Petrus, Tu es 
Chrlstus Pllioa Del tIvI. Super banc ergo (inqult) petram qoam con- 
ftasus es, KdiUcabo £ccl<'alara meam. Petra enim eratChristus super 
qaed fondam> ntum etlam Ipse Bdificatus est Petrus. Fundamentam, 
Mfppe allud ni-mo potest peoire praitei id quod positum est, quod eat 
Ctrrfstus Jesua.'^ 

'* * Hoc autem el nomen ut Petrus appetisretur, a Domino fmpesi 
Mm est; et hoc lu ca Ognra ut si(;nlflearel Ecclesinm. Quia enim 
Cbrtatoa petra, Petrus populua Christlanu*. Petra e^iim pricclpaie 
BOmen est. Ideo Petrus a ;«tra, non petra a Petro ; qnomodo non a 
iChriatiano Chrlstus, sed a Christo Chrstlanns Tocatur. Tu rs ergo, 
Ijiquit, Petrus, et super banc petram qu:tm eon^fsnues, super banc prt- 
tnmquam cognori-tt, dicena, Tu es Clirtstns Fillna Dei Tlvf,fedifl:abo 
|ffeehsaiam m-jam ; id est, *«;>«■ me ipswm Fitlum Delrivi, 0diflcabu 
WKleslam meam. Super me aditlcabo tf ; non me super te. 

**t. -Mam volentes homines aediticari super hominea dicebact, ego 

itiidiini sum P^iuli, ego autem Apoiio, ego Tero Cephos, Ipse est Petma 
t am qui nolebant le'lilicarl super Petram sed super petram, Keo au- 
■tBin mnn Christl. Apostolus autem Pauius nbi coguorlt se eligl et 
Cbriatnm conttmoi; Divisus est, Inqnlt, Clirl-tus r Numqfnld Pauluj 
j|K'V«Ms emdtxns est ? Aut In nonilne Paull baptliall eMia ? Quu- 
^npdo non in Panii, sic nee in Petri ; sed In nomine Cbrlati, at Peirus 
Mifiearrtnr saper pet rarn, non petra suptrPetrum "- Sennolxxvl., 
•terin. 13, de vrrbia Domini, cap i., aiciion 1. Opera. Tom. t, f. 4t8,*' 
'**Opoite* iBcli&care. uon fu»dauie.',ra destruere Weqac«n!matinti 
potPatjaccre (uudant-ntum, ^iii vults;ipienter led Scare. Hoc fatida- 
muntum )'ei'. beatna Petrus. vul potiua Ipse DtnoibUS. Com calm 
itlxisset Petrua, Tu et Chrittut Fititu 7).!i» ri, dixit Uomtnua. «»/>«• 
t#M pnram mtiJUaho Bcdetiam mtam Ne tin erva danamtaata ab 
i lwli i iiitsM, ch>Ma« aaim est tuudamoBiam,"— Tiieud. Op*r.u, lam. X 
p. I3« F>Tls,l|-42. 



all ihese great aiuthorities with tKe bthers iahove reftr(«d V 
asvelied -on hr the Chnrcfa of Borne? For thtiugh we . at 
Protestants rUyon the Scriptures alone, we tiunk it a 
matter of great iiiterest to show that 'the greht doctors of 
tli« Ohnrch are not really at issue among themsclTes, when 
trearing of the Seripmresthmr so mnch revered. 

On oae theory, Viz., that of the modem Church of Rome, 
it is impossible ; on the other, that of the Chnrch of Eng- 
land, it is easy. The differctices, in f.ict, as has been well 
observed by an able modem writer,' are more apparent 
thaJi real. "For whether we ipcak of the act of con- 
ItssioD, or the fa<th confessed, or of Christ, who is the 
stipreme object, or of the principle snl^ectirely eohaidei*ed, 
either in the body of the Apostles, or in Peter, as represent- 
ing them, the prevailing idea is one and the same. It make.s, 
however, a very important difference whether Peter is 
spoken of as the type of a principle common to his col- 
leagues and to all Christians, Or whether he is considered 
as pre-eminent on account of a gift pecoliar to himself: the 
former is what the primitive writers really affirin; the 
latter is the gloss whii'h Romanists are anxious to pot 
upon their statements.'' 

What we require is, the production of some clear |»imi- 
tive testimony, that by the application of this text person- 
ally to St. Peter his supreme power over the whole Church 
was understood ; but for that we have searched in vain, and 
we think we may confidently assert thafnotliing tjfthis 
kind is to be found. 

We now proceed to the other branch of the passage, 
(v. 19) in which our Blessed Lord says : " And I will 
give to thee the keys of the kingdom of heaven, and what- 
soever thou shnlt bind upon earth, it shall be bound also in 
the heavens, and whatsoever thou shnlt loose on earth, it 
shall be loosed in the heavens." 

That the power here promited was identical with that 
afterwards actually giren- to all the A]>ostles, we have 
already shown in a former article ;' but the same thing 
will, in fact, appear clearly to any candid inquirer tipon 
merely reading the passages in St. Matthew xviii. 18 
John XX. 23. 

St. Mat'hew xviii. 18: — "Amen, I say to you (i.e., 
to the disciples whom he was addressing), whatsoever yon 
shall bind upon earth shall be Irannd also in heaven ; and 
whatsoever yon shall loose upon earth shall be loosed also 
in heaven." 

John XX. 22-23 — " When he had said this, he breathed 
on them, and said to them. Receive ye the Holy Ghost. 
Whose sins you shall forgive, they are forgiven them ; and 

whose sins you shall retain, they are retained." — fDouay 

Bible.) 

In order to try to evade this conseqrtcnce, some Writers 
have attempted an illfonndcd and oyer subtle, disjinction- 
l»Btwewrihe^OWer of'the keys and that of binding and 
loosth^; but even Cardinal Bellarmine, anxtou) as he was 
to mainiain'the Papal power at the highest point, admits 

that such a distinetion is unfounded, and that tirey are 

really idMtidal ("ut omnino sit 'Mem solvere et aperire, 

olandsre et Ifgare")." 
The Fathers areidso express upon this stnbrcct 
St. Jerome' says in express words that " all the'Apottles 

did rscstve the keys of the kingdom of heaven."' 
So Theophylacf— " Although it be spoken to Peter alone, 

I will give thee ; yet it is given to all the Apostles.' ' 
So alio Ambrose — " I will give thee the keys of the 

kingdom «f heaven, that yon may bind and loose; vfaat is 

said to Peter, is said to the Apostles.' 
Also Origen-^"Are the keys of the kingdom of Heaven 

given by the Lord to Peter alone, and shall none other of 

the blessed ones receive them ? But, if this, I will give 

the keys of the kingdom of HeaTen, be common ; how also 

are not all the things common, which were spoken before, 

or are added as spoken to Peter ? ' 

So the learned Jiigalt in his commentary on the epistles 

of Firmilian, says — "He said to Peter, I will give thee the 

keys ; bnt he said not, I will give them to thee alone. ' ' 
St. Cbrysostom makes it part of the character of St. 

John—" He that hIAth the keys of tk« Heavens.""* 

St Augustine explains and reconciles aU the passages by 
holding that what was promised to Peter, and afterwards 
given to all the rest of the Apostles, was spoken to Peter 
in a representative capacity on behalf of them all. 
"Peter,"' says he, "in many places in the Scriptures, 
appears as representing the Chnrch, but espeoially where it 
is said to him, * I will give yon the keys.' Has Peter re- 
ceived these keys, and has not Paul received them? Has 



Peter received them, and not James and John, and tt« 
*(tet«f the Apostles?'"' 

'P«sa^ to the same elTefcf jlt^fct easHy Tie tiiiiUipBed: 
*nt 'flMse ^alfead/ gTven'sro, wte think,' enotahh to satisfy 
iWy finpartfat mind that if the kdys brthe^ingdom qi" 
ffesnrien do Impart snpremc power, then each Apostle had 
sapremepower, an J St. Peter had no'snpremacy over^he 
rest of tbe-AposlIes, which hetoald hand down to hissnc- 
cessoiB, supposing it were as clearly est.iblished as we have 
already proved it is not, that the Bishops of Borne are en- 
tided exelnsively to that title. 

Aiiyflne who will consult the proceedings of tbe Cow 
cil of Paris in the 8th cen'nry, or even those of the Conn- 
cil of Coiistanee. or Council of Basle, in the 15th centory, 
w'ill see htnr fittle unanimity exists among Roman Catho- 
lics themselves in confining the giving of the keys to t&« 
successors of St. Peter, and how large and important a 
part of those in external commnnion with the Cliurch of 
Roiae for miiny eenturies claim for «ff bishops the power 
of binding and loosing, as flowing to them directly from 
Christ, without any reference to the successors of St. Peter, 
even admitting tbe Pope to be such successor. 

The learned Roman Catholic historian, Oapin, goes e*en 
farther ; for he aifirms that " the Fathers are UDanimots. iij 
assigning ecclesiastical power, either to the Chnrch gebe- 
rally, or to the Apostles, and after them tO' Bishops ; that 
there is not one to be foniid who holds it to have been given 
to Peter and his successors alone ; that they have yarded 
f^ainst any wrong inference that might be *awn from the 
promise given to Peter, by showing that he was regarded 
merely as the representative of the Church. ' He says'that 
" the number of passages that might be cited on thesubjcct 
is infinite ; that, in fact, there is scarcely an ecclesiastical 
writer who would not ftimish one." " 

If anything were wanting to she w that onr Lord did not in- 
tend to eonfer any personal pre-eminence upon St. Peter over 
the rest of the Apostles in this passage, we think the severe 
rebake adnnnistered to him in the 23rd verse, following so 
dose npon his confession, would snpply it. We cannot, 
indeed, look npon this rebuke, "Get thee behind me, 
Satan," as other than a providential guard and warning 
against deducing, from tbe previotis blessing promised onhis 
prompt confession, any such unwarrantable conclusion as 
tun just been attempted to be drawn from it by uitramon- 
tine divines. 

Having occupied so much (bat, we trust, not too much ) 
space in considering this often quoted portion of ScripturB, 
which, but for the zeal with which men will always defend 
a position once taken up, we might well be surprised should 
have been so conBdently relied on in support of the Papal 
Supremacy, we must reserve the consideration of the re- 
.maining text8,-Lnke xxii. 32; and' JoHn zxi. I&^t7, tintil 
our succeeding number. 



* The Iter Saunderson Robins on the evidence of Scttptoiv against 
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THK DUMB VILLAGE. 

CHAP. v. 

Teie scene which Tom Connell dreaded was now over. 
But, though so for relieved and light of heart, a piunfiil 
and disturbing impression had been left by it upon bis 
raind. That some deep mental inquietude bad wasted 
Fatlier M.'s cheek, aad produced uuusual agitation and 
nervousness of maoner, was quite apparent. Tom was, 
however, too keen to set this wboll; donn to the state of 
things in the village, or to rumours of his own disaffection,. 
The root of the matter, it was plain, went deeper, though 
where it lay passed his philosophy to explain. Of thft 
conflict in the good priest's mind he was, ot course, wholly 
ignorant ; and, entirely unsuspicious of the circumstaaces 
which gave its peculiar character to the recent interview, 
be was quite puzzled to account for it, Expecting strong 
rebiike, he had met with a tenderness of address which 
both surprised and touched him. It was, in fact,itbe 
gentle and softened manner of Father M. which had eo- 
ceuraged him to speak so unreservedly. The scene itself 
was altogether so difl'erent from his fears and anticipa- 
tions, that, thongh feeling mnch mora at ease when it was 
over, the faithful fellow's heart began to bleed, ns be 
walked slowly away, under the oonviction that a ssent 
sorrow was preying upon tbe heart of his dear friend, 
which he would be unable^to soothe, because he ooald not 
comprehend it 

Tom's affectionate thonghts soon began to work busily. 

" Sore Aiough," be mattered, " he has been looking 
very dawoy this long time, bat Inever thought as muobas 
I ought about it. What can be tbe matter with him, I 
wonder ? I used to think he would be fretting about the 
Scripture -readers and myself; bat it's son-ething beyond 
that, or he wonlda't be so kind and humble like, nor let 
me go on &<; I did. I have it I " said he at last, smiting 
bis thigh with great and startling energy — " I have it, as 

k Aug. Sermo. 149, Tom. 11, p, 70S -" Petrus in molds lods scripta- 
raromapparatquod personatn gestut Kcclesiae, maximeinlllonbiaie- 
taai cot, TIbl dalM Clares. Nunquid iataa clSTrs Petraa accspir, et 
Paultu non accept t ? Petrus aeceplt, et Johannes et Jacobus non ac- 
oi^t, «t emterl Apottoii !"-Fatlier Launoy cites twenty sit passases 
totbesame effect firom St Augustine. EpI.L Lib. ii. Bn. ». p. SIS, at. 

< ^* On n'en trourera pa.s uu qui aU avance que cette puissance 
alt tfto donn^ ll S. Pierre eta aes successenrsseals, afln q'ullsli com- 
aonlquassent & '^^iise: an eontralre, on en rerra piuiieura qui eraig- 
Mnt qu'on no ti:St ce:te fans e cow^tjutntfe •> Is pnmicae (|ue Jems 
Clirist a filte tl S. Pitttre de !ui doimer tea ck-tit de 1'^.rlise, remar- 
qnent que S P;errc n-pr^sentoit IVatise en cette rencontre, etque co'al 
It r^^lise k qui Jesus Christ tea a promises en la p«nonne de S Pierfe, 
0:1 pourrt.lt apporter un uombre Inartt de pass^^ea ear ceanjet. 'II 
n'y a prccque point d"antunr ercleslaatiqui: qui lie i fourolsae^qutA^aa," 
— Dupin ill Trait^ de l',u>loriit Kcclca. Turn it p. IS, 



